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SOVIET PUSHES MID-EAST STRATEGY 


"The struggle for Near East oil is assuming a more violent form ...the national liberation 
movement is rolling toward the oil derricks of the Rockefellers and the Morgans." This statement 
of a Communist writer in Soviet Russia (June 1958) has exploded into headlines all over the 
world — "Pro=Nasser Rebels Seize Iraq; U.S., Britain Weigh Armed Intervention." 


Direction of the attack against Iraq has been apparent for several years. Moscow Radio 
(Dec. 5, 1956) called Iraq's Premier, Nuri as-Said, “the servant of imperialism" and wamed that 
"the Iraqi people are determined to put an end to the activities of ... Nuri as-Said." 


To those who know how to read Communist propaganda, this kind of statement means only 
one thing — Communist agents are at work; look out for fireworks in Iraq. Yet, the coup d' etat 
in Iraq July 14 caught the West somewhat by surprise. Nearly everyone believed that Iraq — for 
whose capital the Mideast Baghdad Pact was named — was strong enough to put down any uprising. 


Day-to-day events have been moving fast in the Mideast. As Soviet Russia noted: “the 
national liberation movement is rolling toward the oil derricks." If the Iraq coup succeeds, we 
can expect the next attack in Jordan, then Saudi Arabia, then the smaller states of the Middle 
East. 


What are the Communists after? The answer is relatively simple. The Middle East normally 
supplies nearly 1,800,000 barrels of oil a day to Europe and 270,000 barrels to the United States. 
Without this oil, Europe's wheels stop turning; European economy virtually halts. When the Egyptian 
seizure of the Suez Canal was underway in the fall of 1956, two-thirds of Mid-east oil was cut off 


from Europe. Only emergency oil shipments from the U.S. and Latin America kept the European 
economy going. 


Thus, whoever controls the Middle East oil can control the —— of all of Europe. The 


U.S. and Latin America cannot continue to supply the large quantities of oil to replace the loss 
of oil from the Middle East. Western loss of control over this vast pool of oil would be a critical 
blow to the freedom of European countries. 


Oil has a special interest to Premier Gamal Nasser of Egypt. Nasser long ago put himself 
on record as the Arabs' man of destiny — the leader who would weld an Arab empire stretching 
from the Indian Ocean to the Atlantic. But to do it he must have control of the only source of 
real wealth in the Middle East — the oil of Iraq, Iran, Saudi Arabia, Kuwait and Qatar. 
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Iraq And The Baghdad Pact 


Why hit Iraq? The attack was logical. Iraq took the lead along with Turkey in November 
1955 in forming the Baghdad Pact. This is a pact among Iraq, Turkey, lran, Pakistan, and Great 
Britain. The Pact links up a defense chain along the Soviet Union's South Asian frontier and ties 
in with the North Atlantic Alliance Organization countries sweeping from Turkey up through 
Western Europe and with the South East Asian Treaty Organizations which continue the defense 
line into the Asian theater. 


Moscow Communists know that their support of Nasser's ambitions have turned him from a 
luke-warm friend of the West into a fierce enemy of the West. The Egypt-Syria union, which the 
Soviets promoted, served to weaken the Western defense chain on the Soviet's South Asian fron- 
tiers and opened the door to Nasser's conquest of the Middle East oil. 


As any chess player or world strategist can figure out, all the cards are stacked in Moscow's 
favor. Nasser's conquest of the Middle East oil fields can almost paralyze Westem Europe and 
put a tremendous strain on the United States. And this is what must A the Communists laugh. 
Nasser's conquest of the oil fields will not make him any stronger militarily. After such an attack 
against Western interests, he will be farther in debt to Soviet support. Only from the Communist 
bloc nations can he get the machinery to build his economy. Only from Communists can he ger ~ 
warships, tanks, and guns. 


Behind U.S. Action 


The reasons for United States' action in moving into the Middle East with force under these 
circumstances must be apparent. The action is designed to stabilize the power balance in the 
Middle East and halt the chain of events which ultimately would put Mideast oil under indirect, 
if not direct, Communist control. Now begins the propaganda war. As is typical of Soviet propa- 
ganda strategy, blasts already are being heard from Moscow demanding that U.S. troops withdraw 
from the Middle East. Charges will be made that the U.S. is interfering in the internal affairs of 
other countries; that the U.S. is fomenting a third world war. No propaganda trick will be left 
untried to turn world opinion against us and to persuade us to leave the Middle East in the hands 
of Nasser and Khrushchev. 


lf the Middle East is lost, the West will suffer a far greater blow than it did in the loss of 
the China mainland. Some authorities predict that, if the Middle East is lost, we will soon face 
either surrender to Communist demands or a nuclear war. 


As Freedom's Facts noted in September 1956, the Reds "are trying to tighten the noose around 
the throats of the free governments in Europe ...(by) .. .agitating Arab hostility toward the West." 
The only solution, Freedom's Facts suggested at that time, was to win Arab support "to Western 
leadership in driving out the Communists." 


In September 1956 we commented: "The West has yet to develop a program to achieve this 
end." Today, in August 1958, the same sad lack of effective planning can be reported. This is a 
struggle we have to win. With sound planning, it is a struggle we still can win. 


COMMUNISTS ARE STILL AFTER U. S. LABOR 


"Cultural" exchange between the US and the USSR has been booming lately. U.S. delega- 
tions of all kinds are trooping off to take a peek behind the Iron Curtain. Communist delegations 
are fanning out over the U.S. to leam what they can from our technology and to spread the fiction 
that the USSR is one of our best friends. The rapid increase in the exchange caused The Worker 
(July 13) to declare that "not in all the 40 years since the Soviet Union's birth has there been so 
much people-to-people contact with America." 


atin 





The volume of the exchanges, in fact, seems to be making the Chicago Council of American- 
Soviet Friendship rich. One Council function is to promote these exchanges, and apparently it 
shares in the prosperity of visiting Soviet artists. The Council recently stated that "in the midst 
of all this the very scope of our activity has shot both income and expenditures way up. In the 
first five months of 1958 both were higher than for all of 1957." 


The list of exchanges is impressive. It includes groups of educators, symphony orchestras, 
women doctors, ballet groups, opera singers, student newspaper editors, engineers, builders, sports 
teams, and many others. Amidst all the rejoicing over these exchanges aimed to help "do away 
with the cold war hatred and suspicion" between the U.S. and the USSR, Communists find one point 
of regret. They have not yet induced an official U.S. trade union group to visit the Soviet Union. 


Reds Are Persistent And Tricky 


Communists are persistent. Writing in The Worker (July 13), George Morris condemned the 
AFL-CIO for its anti-Soviet attitudes and wamed: "Time is catching up with Mr. Meany's crowd." 
For the past forty years, Morris declared, the AFL and now the AFL-CIO has attacked the Soviet 
Union "as a land of 'slave labor' and 'government-operation unions.'" Furthermore, the unions 
have turned down all Soviet attempts to get an official U.S. labor delegation to visit the home of 
the. Reds, Now. the Communists think they have found a trick to manage an exchange of U.S, of+ 
ficials with the U.S.S.R. Soviet trade unions have made a deal with the International Labor 
Organization. Under it Soviet unions "would cooperate with a delegation of the ILO to study the 
work of the USSR's trade unions," 


Morris suggests that "an ILO delegation to study the U.S. trade unions ...would also be in 
order." Thus, under cover of an ILO investigation, the Reds apparently hope to trick U.S. trade 
union members into visiting the USSR in an official capacity. 


Reds Hope To Undermine U.S, Union Leadership 


There is no secret as to what Morris wants to turn up. He expects the exchange to show that 
Soviet trade unions are run without any graft and always in the best interests of the members. He 
expects an ILO study of U.S. trade unions, on the other hand, to show that the U.S. unions are not 
protecting the interests of the working class as well as Communist-controlled U.S. unions claim 
they would. 


It all adds up to a new Communist scheme to try to undermine U.S. trade union leadership 
and replace it with Communist-oriented labor leaders. A surprising factor in this scheme is the 
relatively obvious hand the Soviet Union is playing in it. The Moscow Reds always claim they 
never interfere in the internal affiars of other people. 


REDS MOVE AGAIN INTO THE FARM FIELD 


Farm and civic organizations, particularly in areas where there is a concentration of agri- 
cultural workers, should be on the lookout for Continantie organizers in coming months. U.S. Com- 
munists have long been out to win the support of the nation's poorest farmers. In Communist 
theory, a Communist-run farmer-labor party is the first real step toward conquest of political 
power inside the U.S. To do this they have to pull farmers into support of Communist schemes. 


So far, however, they have failed to do this. John Hellman, Chairman of the Party in 
Montana and a member of the National Committee of the CPUSA, laments this failure in the May 
1958 Political Affairs. What Communists need, he says, is "a program for the protection of the 
poor and middle farmers." It is the poor farmers, especially the agricultural workers, who will 
fight "future class struggles in the countryside." 
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His answer is to split farmers into two warring groups: the small and middle "family" farmers, 
against "monopoly capital and the corporate and rich farmers." The program he suggests for doing 
this could be a real challenge to American farm organizations and to farm legislators. 


The Red Program 


Hellman suggests: 1) Limit the amount of parity payments to farmers to the amount necessary 
to maintain a "family" farmer. This would cut payments to the larger farm operations. 2) Force the 
larger farm producers to take all cuts in acreage or production. 3) Make loans at very low interest 
to "family" farmers only. 4) Keep Federal crop and other insurance rates at a minimum for amounts 
needed to maintain a “Fomily" farmer. 5) Start a graduated land tax that "sharply increases the 
rate of property taxation on large holdings." 6) Organize agricultural workers and raise their liv- 
ing standards to the level of factory labor. 


Many very fine groups in America are legitimately concerned about the fate of the family 
farmer, for the heathy farmer who has solid roots in the soil has long been the backbone. of Ameri- 
can individualism and American freedom. Most of today's family farms are fairly large businesses. 
Legitimate groups are urging support to strengthen these family sm and to re-educate or relocate 
the small marginal farmers who are in danger of becoming a rural proletariat owing to their inef- 
ficiency in production. 


While some of the Communist proposals may sound reasonable at first glance, taken together 
they amount to an attempt to split American farms into two warring classes. This would disrupt 
American farm production, raise prices of farm commodities to consumers, and start our farm lands 
on the road to civil war. American agriculture right now is in the midst of making changes so 
rapidly that some farm experts call it a revolution on the land. Farmers are caught in the midst 
of compounding pressures: One is rising population, which means rising demand for food and 
fiber products. A second is the decreasing amount of farm land, owing to the spread of suburbs, 
airports, factory sites and so on. Land reclamation projects are helping; but the pressure is on to 
raise more food crops per acre in order to assure adequate food supplies for our booming population. 


Progress On The Farm 


Agricultural scientists and industry are doing their part. They are making new equipment, 
chemicals, and farm practices available to the farmer, These will enable him to produce more ef- 
ficiently; that is, to get more food products at harvest time for the amount of land he has. 
Actually, farmers are producing forty per cent more on the same farm acreage than they did in 
1939. This trend will continue. 


The rub is that farm equipment, chemicals, and so on enable one man to farm much larger 
acreages successfully. Furthermore, they are expensive, so farmers have to use them on large 
acreages in order to justify their cost. The natural result is that small farms are either enlarging 
or are selling out to farms which are enlarging. 


This does not mean that efficient small farms are being wiped out. On the contrary, many 
small farms will do well in coming years. But the key is on efficient production of the crops grown 
on the particular farm. Efficient production of anything, as we all know, means more abundance 
for consumers and at prices everyone can afford. 


It is against this background that Communists are talking about weakening the better, more 
educated, more efficient farmers, Their purpose is not to improve American farming. They admit 
that "the small farmer is a survival of a past mode of production, His counterpart in industry is 
long gone." What they want is to stir up class struggle on the farm and take over leadership of 
the poorest, least efficient farmers in their war against the efficient ones. This is a direct attack 
upon the long-time American ideals of progress, improvement, and increased efficiency. 





Organizing Agricultural Workers 


The key to Communist plans, they say, is the organization of the agricultural workers, So 
they are developing a weciel tedibeled program to "benefit" them. It includes: 1) extending 
er minimum wage law to agriculture, 2) extending unemployment insurance coverage to farm 
workers, 3) providing full social —s coverage to farm workers, 4) eliminating restrictions 
which usually exclude migrant workers from welfare and relief payments, 5) pushing through a Fed- 
eral housing and sanitation program for farm workers, and 6) reducing length of residence require- 
ments and other restriction that disenfranchise migrant workers. 


Looked at practically, some of these measures likely will be made into law in the course of 
time, That is the trend, What the Communists want to do, however, is to take credit for any of 
these measures among the agricultural workers. They want to persuade these workers that only the 
Communists know their problems and deserve their loyalty. 


Communists are also out to win the s of the small farmers, Despite the farmers’ "strong 
individualism" which Communists deplore, Communists believe they can win some support by 
promoting the farmers' "fraternal interests with the industrial workers," 


This move fits perfectly into the long-term drive of U.S. Communists to form afarmer-labor 
political party and use it as a base for electing Communists to Congress and for taking over the 
United States "peacefully." 


Khrushchev Is Interested In Agricultural Victory 


Another factor is involved in the Communist program for U.S. agriculture. Soviet Premier 
Nikita Khrushchev has tremendous interest in the subject of agriculture. In a speech in Leningrad, 
May 24, 1957 he declared: “We do not intend to blow up the capitalist world with bombs. If we 
catch up with the United States in per capita production of meat, butter and milk, we will have hit 
the pillar of capitalism with the most powerful torpedo yet seen." 


The Soviet Union is now in the midst of a great drive to beat the United States in farm pro- 
duction. In Khrushchev's mind, this will prove the superiority of the Communists system so con- 
clusively that all wobbling countries of the world will see it and join up with the Communist camp. 
Thus, any Communist move which will slow down American progress on the farm will also help 
Khrushchev in his drive toward world conquest. 


Communists today are thinking of the "mass farm struggles" they led during the 1929 Depres- 
sion and are actively planning to “again play a vital role in the countryside." Whether or not they 
can get a foothold in American agriculture is up to American farm leaders and civic and fraternal 
organizations in farm areas, Communists have never yet succeeded when they have been up against 
really alert and active anti-Communist leadership. 


A SILVER JUBILEE FOR USSR—US "FRIENDSHIP 


About twenty-five years ago the United States officially recognized the Communist dictator- 
ship as the official government of Russia, The actual date was November 16, 1933, and the Na- 
tional Council of American-Soviet Friendship expects to make a big celebration of the anniversary. 
The Council, officially cited as subversive, says: "this Silver Jubilee can be the occasion for much 
fruitful effort in building friendship between the leading powers of the world and thus insuring per- 
manent peace." 
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The occasion might just as well be a time for the United States to take a 25-year inventory 
of what has happened in this quarter of a century. Here is our much abbreviated list which starts 
in 1928: 


1928-1932 — U.S.machine tools, factories, and technical know-how were shipped to the Soviet 
Union to get her started on her rapid industrialization. Our deals included sending 
the Communist dictators complete factories with U.S. engineers to teach Russian 
peasants how to run them. We also trained Soviet technicians in U.S. colleges and 
factories. 


1933 (Nov. 16) — The U.S. recognized the Communist dictatorship as the official government of 
Russia. 


1934 - 1938 — The Great Party Purges took place in the Soviet Union. Nearly all the leaders of 
the Bolshevik revolution of 1917 were executed or removed from office. Millions 
of people suspected of opposing Stalin's dictatorship were massacred or starved to 

ath, 


1030's — This also was the time of the first big Communist United Front effort in the United 
States. Features of this approach were infiltration of unions, leadership of mass 
struggles of farmers, penetration into high places in the U.S. government, and 
propaganda to persuade Americans that Communist society is better than free en- 
terprise society. 


1939-1945 — During the World War II years, the USSR and the US were allies against a common 
foe. The U.S. gave and gave and gave. Between 1944 and 1946, the U.S. gave 
the USSR four billion dollars to buy industrial and farm equipment in the U.S. 
These goods, which included machine tools, electrical generating equipment, and 
entire factories, went to rebuild Communism's industrial base. This is the power 
with which they threaten us today. 


1946-1954 — Communists repaid U.S. gifts by seizing control of the East European countries and 
mainland China, supporting attempts at civil revolt in Greece, attempting to sub- 
vert Iran, and supporting Red Chinese and North Korean drives into South Korea. 


1954-1958 — A period of Khrushchev's rise to power in the Kremlin, Soviet propaganda attacks 
against the United States overseas bases, aid to foreign countries, growing Soviet 
economy offensives to drive U.S. trade out of Asia, Africa and Latin America, and 
support of Egypt's attacks against the United States. 


Today — Western nations again are rushing to outdo each other in building up the economy 
of the USSR. West Germany is contributing a huge synthetic yarn plant; British 
chemical companies are building a rubber tire plant; American companies are talk- 
ing about putting up two rayon plants, and so on. Soviet Premier Khrushchev 
chortles, in Berlin, on July 9, 1958: "We will defeat capitalism without war, 
with our work." Now we know what keeps Khrushchev looking so jolly. He is 
getting Western capitalist nations to do a large part of the work for him. 


Naturally, the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship has much to celebrate. 
Western friendship, especially that of the United States, has paid off in tremendous dividends. 
Right now we are competing among ourselves to see who can do the most to help the Soviets sur- 
pass the U.S. in per capita farm and industrial output. When they can do that, according to 
Lenin, that Communist victory will be finally assured. As he wrote in A Great Beginning (1919): 
"Capitalism can be utterly banished and will be utterly vanquished by the fact that Socialism 
creates a new and much higher productivity of labor." 





Why not have a celebration of our own for this day to remind everyone of how much the 
Soviets have gained through our friendship, and how much the free world has lost? Or don't we 
have the courage to admit the extent of our own aid to an enemy who says over and over again 
that her aim is to destroy our way of life? 


U.S. REDS' STRATEGY FOR COMING ELECTIONS 


American businessmen, veterans, and members of fraternal and women's groups are now be- 
ing urged to do more than vote in coming elections. They are being pressed to take an active part 
in political decisions, selection of ward, county and state chairmen, proposal of candidates, and 
intelligent study of legislative proposals, 


One reason for concern about active citizen participation in American politics is the per- 
sistent attempt of Communists to capture key candidate-making and policy-making spots in major 
political parties. The Communist Party, USA, is playing a two-headed game in the 1958 elections. 
The major Party strategy is to work quietly within the major political parties in an attempt to in- 
fluence conbtiete and issue selection. A minor strategy is to play along with Socialists who are 


trying to get another independent Socialist party off the ground in New York State and possibly 
elsewhere. 


Both political strategies have been used before. But each time, the Communists have been 
knocked out of possible power positions by work of alert people inside the major political parties, 
or Communist hopes have been killed when voters registered lack of interest in Communist pro- 
grams by not voting for them. 


Red's First Big Play 


Communists made their first big play for a political role in the U.S. back in 1923 when they 
tried to form a Federated Farmer Labor Party. The FFLP was endorsed by the Comintern which 
called it a means "for creating the best bases for the united front policy..." But the effort col- 
lapsed when the FFLP failed to get the support it had hoped for from "the masses," 


It was not until 1935 that the Communists found a method of increasing their acceptability 
to the American public. This was through the Popular Front, At that time the Communists were 
playing the same split strategy they are today. On the one hand, they were campaigning for the 


formation of an independent farmer-labor party; on the other, they were striving to ally themselves 
with the masses which were following the New Deal. 


In The Role Of "Good Fellows" 


During this period the Communists-strove to make the Communist Party respectable and 
"American." Party members carried out local campaigns on typical issues, they showed interest 
in American sports, they spoke highly of Washington and Jefferson and Lincoln; they moved ahead 
with the times, trying any possible stunt to unify all those seeking "collective security" under the 
cleaned-up Communist banner. These included church people, middle-class professionals, professors 
and others who had never before associated with Communists. Front organizations were spawned, 
and Communist interest grew. Party membership rose from 23,400 in 1934 to 80,000 in 1944, 


As the cold war developed, Communists decided they would make another try at an inde- 
pendent third party. The Progressive Party that resulted was not aimed primarily at winning an 
election. Rather, its aims were: 1) to drum up organized public opposition to Kemah foreign 
policy that was starting to block further Soviet expansion in Europe, the Middle East and Asia, 

2) to set up the ward, county and state organization for the development of a winning independent 

political party in the future; and finally, 3) to cause such a deep split in the Democratic Party that 
Communists could gather some of the pieces to merge into their independent party movement. The 

Progressive Party polled little over one million votes. 
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American Counter Attacks 


An American public aroused by the treachery and betrayals of Communists opened a cam- 
paign to expose them and drive them out of American organizations. Despite the success of this 
campaign during the early 1950's, the Party was able to continue to dominate the American Labor 
Party in New York, whitch kept the late Vito Marcantonio in the U.S. Congress. The ALP folded 
a few years ago when it failed to get enough votes to stay on the New York ballot. 


But though defeated a thousand times, Communists will never be vanquished until their Com- 
munist homeland — the Soviet Union — is wrenched from the hands of Communist dictators. Thus, 
they are now regrouping for another assault on the American political scene. Albert J. Lima, 
Chairman of the Party's Northern California District Committee, recently said that the Party would 
work inside the two major political parties or support independent candidates, whichever would 
tend to further Communist objectives in any particular situation, (Political Affairs, May 1958) 


The bases for judging what the Communists should do, he said, are: 
1) Can our policy help consolidate the Labor-Negro-Liberal alliance? 
2) Can our policy help advance an awareness of the need for independent 
political action? 
3) Can our policy advance our contact and influence among the grass roots? 


What the Communists are really promoting are measures and candidates which will weaken 
opposition to Communism in the United States and strengthen the trend toward a Communist-run 
farmer-labor-Negro political party. That is why at this time they are not interested in putting 
up their own candidates as they have at some times in the past, They are building the foundation 
for such a party. 


Challenge To AAC Organizations 


Right now they are most interested in “unifying the Left" and developing a "coalition among 
the forces of the people that will last and continue to grow after the elections" and which will 
"defeat the major standard bearers of reaction." 


Politics is a very competitive kind of enterprise. In close elections (and many of them are 
fairly close these days) politicians often are tempted to alter their stand on issues just slightly to 
gain possibly decisive votes. Communists are depending upon this fact of practical political life 
to give them a way back into power and influence in American politics, How far we allow them 
to get depends on the awareness, the intellectual honesty and the patriotism of the politicians. 
The more active businessmen, veterans, and members of women's, fratemal and civic organiza- 
tions are in practical politics, the less chance the Communist have of success. 
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